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Continuation of 1 1 . does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: 
Applicant's arguments are not convincing. The Examiner has reviewed all of the record 
and believes the rejections of claims 1-13 are proper. 

On pg. 6-7 of the Remarks, Applicant contends that the disclosure relied upon in 
Koch to reject the claim limitations involving an "OLT" is improper and contrary to 
terminology as known and understood by persons of ordinary skill in the art. Applicant 
alleges that one of ordinary skill would understand an OLT to be a service provider 
endpoint of a passive optical network placed at a central or headend of the network. 
Since Koch shows PON interface receiving video content from head end 24, it cannot 
be part of the OLT. 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. While it is agreed that an OLT would be 
understood as cited by Applicant, Applicant's contention that receiving data from 
headend 24 at PON interface 12 excludes it from being part of the OLT does not 
consider the full disclosure cited by Koch. As previously shown in the Response to 
Arguments of the Final Rejection filed 1/29/2008 (pg. 8), Koch discloses the plurality of 
node groups 26A-M (corresponding to the claimed ONTs) connecting to a common (or 
"central", to use wording from the definition cited by Applicant) network infrastructure 
including the PON interface 12 as well as the headend 24 and all other common 
infrastructure. Therefore, mapping this common network infrastructure for providing 
service to customer nodes in a PON, as disclosed in Koch, to the claimed OLT is proper 
and consistent with the ordinary understanding of OLT. 
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On pg. 7-8 of the Remarks, Applicant contends that the proxy agents shown in 
Koch do not properly meet the claim language of "including a DHCP server in the OLT". 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. The proxy agents shown in Koch results in 
the presence of a DHCP server in PON interface. Therefore, this interpretation of the 
claim language and subsequent mapping to Koch would also be proper in rejecting the 
pending claims. 

/Gregory B Sefcheck/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2619 
5-12-2008 

/Wing F. Chan/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2619 
5/13/08 



